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1746.  Mlsbramliiiji?  of  D-Str«y.  V,  S.  ^'.  3<»  Dozen  Pint  Cans  and  i'J,  Dozen  Quart 
Cans  of  D-Stroy.  Default  deerec  of  fondeinnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction.     (I.  &  F.  No.  2152.     Sample  Xo.  (J740li-D.) 

The  qufirt  cans  were  fouiul  to  contain  less  than  1  quart  each  of  this  product. 
The  labeling  also  bore  fal.se  efficacy  claims. 

On  August  14,  1939,  the  Uniteil  States  attoi'iiey  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
district  court  a  libel  praying  seizure  and  condemnation  at  Sci-auton,  Pa.,  of 
o(5  dozen  pint  cans  and  12  dozen  (piart  cans  of  an  article  known  as  D-Stroy, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
March  27,  1939.  by  the  Ultra  (^^'hemical  Works,  Inc.,  from  Paterson,  N.  J.,  and 
charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  contained  in  the  <iuart  cans  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that 
the  statement,  ''one  quart,"  was  false  and  misleading,  and  that  by  rc^a.son  of 
the  said  statement  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mi.slead  pur- 
chasers, since  each  of  tli(>  ((uart  cans  did  coidain  less  than  1  (juart  of  the  article. 
The  article  contained  in  all  of  the  cans  was  alleged  to  lie  misbranded  in  that 
the  statements,  ''D-Sti-oy  The  Arch  Foe  of  Insect  Life  *  *  *  Flies  *  •''  * 
Spray  until  room  is  tilled  with  mist:  keep  room  closed  for  ten  to  fifteen 
minutes.  Will  work  more  effectively  if  windows  and  doors  are  closed.  BED 
HUGS:  The  beds  have  to  be  taken  ai)art  and  all  cracks  or  places  where  tlie 
■bugs  may  be  hidden  in  the  frame  have  to  be  thoroughly  sprayed,  using  D-STIiOY 
generously.  ItOACHES  and  ANTS:  Spray  D-STROY  into  all  cracks  where 
insects  may  hide.  Even  if  the  insects  e.scape  to  hiding  places,  they  will  .soon 
die.  *  *  *  FLEAS:  Spray  cracks  in  Boor  boards  and  all  other  possible 
hiding  places,"  borne  on  the  labels,  were  false  and  misleading,  and  that  by 
reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and 
mi.slead  purchasers,  since  it  would  not  be  effective  against  all  insect  life,  and, 
when  u.sed  as  directed,  it  would  not  control  fleas  and  would  not  lie  an  effective 
control  of  bed  bugs,  roaches,  ants,  and  fleas. 

On  Aiu'il  4.  1940,  no  claimant  having  appeai-ed,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  orth^-ed  that  the  product  l)e  destroyed. 

Paul  H.  Applk/!v, 
Actiiifj  Secretary  of  A</rieiilii(re. 

1717.  MiNltrandiiiK'  of  f;crnioto.\-.  V.  S.  ■»■.  l''ourteon  rtO-Gallon  Drums.  Two  li<»- 
r.aUon  Di'iiinN.  and  'l\vo  (iO-<;allou  Drums  of  Gormato.x.  Decree  of 
<*oiidemna<ion  and  forfeiture.  I'roduet  released  to  elaimaiit  for  relnltel- 
inn'.      (I.  &  F.  N'o.   21C,S.      Sjnnple  .Xo.   i;4il.-.l-I).) 

This  product  was  found  to  liave  a  phenol  coefticient  of  much  less  than  that 
declared  on  the  label,  it  would  not  act  as  a  disinfectant  when  used  as  directed, 
would  not  disinfecl  or  purify  the  air  or  be  eff'ective  in  pre\enting  the  .sjiread  of 
di.«!eases  mention«'d.  it  would  not  act  as  a   germicide  oi    antiseptic  for  washing 

^Responsibility  for  ilu>  cutnrci'iiiciif  of  tbe  Tnsci'iii'idc  .\ct  '  was  trniisfcrrpd  to  Ibo 
.\i,'ricnltnral  MnrUi'tiii:;  Service,  cllcct  ivc  .Iiinc  :'.<•.  1040.  'Plic  Fotid  tuul  Di-iiir  .Vdiiiitlistr.il  bui 
wliicli  liiid  lubiiiiiislcrcd  tlie  iict  was  iransfon'fd  on  tbat  date  from  tlie  I>-:iart  mcnt  or" 
■\Ri'ic\lllin-e  (o  tbc  I'cder;il  Sei-iirity  Aneiicy  imdi-r  llie  terms  of  l{foi'.u:iiii7.;itic)ii  I'l;in  Nn.  IV. 
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of  doctors'  or  nurses"  hands  or  for  washing  surgical  instruments,  as  claimed 
on  the  label. 

On  February  2,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
district  court  a  libel  against  eight  30-gallon  drums  of  Germotox  at  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  on  February  5,  1940,  the  libel  was  amended  to  cover  fourteen  30-gallon 
drums,  two  20-gallon  drimas,  and  two  60-galloa  drums  of  the  product.  It  was 
alleged  in  the  libel  as  amended  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  28,  1939,  by  the  Pioneer  Manufacturing  Co., 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  that  it  was  a  misbranded  fiuigicide  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements  "F.  D,  A. 
Phenol  CoeflScient  5..5  *  *  *  Disinfectant  Air  Washing  Common  Golds,  Grippe, 
Influenza,  Children's  Diseases,  etc.  necessitate  precaution.  Spray  full  strength 
GermotoX  until   air  in  room  is  saturated.     *     *     *     Deodorizer  Air  Purifier 

*  *  *  Spray  the  air  with  a  good  air  compression  hand  sprayer  or  diffusing 
machine,  using  full  strength  GermotoX,  Germicide.  Antiseptic.  *  *  * 
Excellent    for    washing    doctor's    or    nurse's    hands.    Surgical    instruments, 

*  *  *  ,"  borne  on  the  labels,  were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason 
thereof  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers,  since 
the  article  did  not  possess  a  phenol  coeflBcient  of  5.5,  when  tested  according 
to  the  F.  D.  A.  method,  but  did  possess  a  phenol  coeflScient  of  less  than  5.5, 
namely,  not  more  than  0.2 ;  the  article  would  not  act  as  a  disinfectant  when 
used  as  directed,  it  would  not  disinfect  or  purify  the  air,  and  it  would  not 
be  effective  in  preventing  the  spread  of  common  colds,  gripi>e,  influenza, 
children's  diseases,  etc;  and  the  article  would  not  act  as  a  germicide  or 
antiseptic,  when  used  for  washing  doctors'  or  nurses'  hands  and  surgical 
instruments. 

On  April  12,  1940,  the  Pioneer  Manufacturing  Company,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
having  api)eared  as  claimant  and  having  admitted  the  facts  set  forth  in  the 
libel,  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree  of  condemnation,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the 
product  be  released  to  the  claimant,  under  bond,  for  relabeling  in  accordance 
with  the  intent  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

Paui,  H.  Appleby, 
Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

3  748.  Misbrandlngr  of  Sodium  Silico  Fluoride.  U.  S.  v.  20  Barrels  of  Sodium 
SlUco  Fluoride.  Con-sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  released 
under  bond  for  reconditioning  or  relabeling-.  ( I.  &  F.  No.  2174.  Sample 
Nos.  642.35-D,  64245-D.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  consist  of  sodium  silico  fluoride  and 
water  in  varying  amounts,  the  water  content  probably  being  the  result  of 
damage  while  in  transit.  The  labels  or  containers  failed  to  bear  the  ingredient 
statements  required  by  law. 

On  March  18,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  district  court  a  libel  pi'aying  seizure  and  condemnation  of  20  barrels  of 
sodium  silico  fluoride,  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  11,  1939,  by  E.  I. 
Dupont  DeNemours,  Inc.,  from  Is'ew  York,  N.  Y.,  and  charging  that  it  was 
a  misbranded  insecticide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  consisted  partially  of 
inert  substances,  namely,  substances  other  than  sodium  silico  fluoride,  and 
the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  each  of  the  said  inert  substances  were 
not  stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all,  upon  the  barrels  containing  the 
article  or  on  the  labels  affixed  to  the  said  barrels;  nor  in  lieu  thereof,  were 
the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  each  substance  or  ingredient  of  the 
article  having  insecticidal  properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
substances  so  present  therein,  stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all,  on  the 
said  barrels  or  labels. 

On  April  17,  1940,  Van  Waters  &  Rogers,  Inc.,  Seattle,  Wash.,  having  ap- 
peared as  claimant  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment 
of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released 
under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  so  as  to  conform  with  the  Insecticide  Act 
of  1910  and  sold  as  an  insecticide  or  to  be  relabeled  to  indicate  that  it  was 
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for  use  as  laundry  sour  only.  The  product  was  reconditioned  by  drying  and 
was  relabeled  "Sodium  Silico  Fluoride  (Fluosilicate)  Active  Ingredients: 
Sodium  Smco  Fluoride  97%  Inert  3%." 

Paul  H.  Applebt, 
Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

J740.  Adulteration  and  misbranding^  of  Krystyl-Kleer.  U.  S.  v.  21  Cans  of 
Krystyl-Kleer.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction.     (I.  &  P.  No.  2178.     Sample  No.   81150-D.) 

Sample  packages  of  this  product  were  found  to  contain  less  than  the  stated 
amount  of  the  article.  It  was  also  foimd  that  the  article  contained  less 
calcium  hypochlorite  and  less  available  chlorine  than  were  stated  on  the  label, 
and  that  it  would  not  act  as  an  effective  disinfectant  in  the  dilution  recom- 
mended. 

On  March  29,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a  refwrt  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
district  court  a  libel  praying  seizure  and  condemnation  of  21  cans  of  Ki'ystyl- 
Kleer,  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  December  26,  1939,  by  the  Consumers  Supply  Co.,  from 
Lanca.ster,  Pa.,  and  charging  that  it  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  fungi- 
cide within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  its  strength  and  purity  fell 
below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  since  it 
contained  calcium  hypochlorite  in  a  proixirtion  less  than  .5.6  percent  and 
contained  available  chlorine  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  5.5  i)ercent. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  "Calcium 
Hypochlorite  5.6%  *  *  *  Available  Chlorine  5.5%",  borne  on  the  label,  were 
false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  purchasers,  since  it  contained  calcium  hypochlorite  in  a 
proportion  less  than  5.6  percent  and  contained  available  chlorine  in  a 
proportion  less  than  5.5  percent. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  the  statements, 
"Directions  Method  No.  1  For  Combined  Washing  and  Disinfecting  of  Bar 
Glassware.  Recommended  Only  For  Glasses  That  Will  Rinse  Clean.  Permits 
t'limiiiation  of  chlorine  odor  from  glass  after  disinfecting.  Use  one-half  ounce 
of  the  powder  to  the  gallon  of  water.  This  will  provide  available  chlorine  to 
approximate  200  p.  p.  m.  (parts  per  million).  Rinse  glasses  under  clear, 
running  water ;  then  wash  in  the  prepared  powder  and  water  solution.  Rinse 
again  to  remove  odor  of  chlorine  and  place  in  an  inverted  position  on  drain 
board  to  dry.  Polishing  with  a  cloth,  or  towel  wiU  not  be  necessary  as  glasses 
washed  by  this  method  will  dry  with  a  Krystyl-Kleer  luster.  Method  No.  2  For 
Disinfecting  In  A  Final  Rinse.  Under  this  method  Krystyl-Kleer  is  recom- 
mended as  a  bactericidal  or  germicidal  rinse  for  Bar.  Restaurant  and  Soda 
F(»untain  use  in  disinfecting  glassware,  dishes  and  silverware,  etc.  Prepare 
solution  in  a  clean  receptacle,  consisting  of  one-half  ounce  of  the  powder  to  the 
gallon  of  water.  This  will,  as  mentioned  above,  provide  available  chlorine 
to  approximate  200  p.  p.  m.  After  washing  articles  in  the  proper  manner, 
immerse  them  in  this  solution  for  at  least  two  minutes;  remove  and  allow 
them  to  drain  and  dry.  Hand  drying  is  not  recommended.  Where  inspection 
is  maintained  by  local  health  department  and  only  100  p.  p.  m.  of  available 
chlorine  is  required,  use  one-quarter  ounce  of  the  powder  to  the  gallon  of 
water.  Consult  your  health  department  as  to  the  amount  of  chlorine  they  re- 
<iuire  in  a  rinsing  .solution  and  how  long  they  require  ai-ticles  to  be  immersed 
in  such  a  solution"  and  "5  Pounds  Net,"  borne  on  the  label,  were  false  and 
misleading,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  article  wag  labeled  so  as  to  dec-eive  and 
mislead  purchasers,  since  it  would  not  act  as  an  effective  disinfectant  when 
used  in  the  dilution  recommended,  the  solution  prepared  as  directed  would  not 
contain  the  amount  of  available  chlorine  claimed  on  the  label,  and  each  of 
the  packages  contained  less  than  5  pounds  net  of  the  article. 

On  April  29,  IIMO,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnatiou 
and  forfeiture  was  entei-ed  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

P.MT,  H.  Appleby, 
Acting  l^ccrctari/  of  Agriculture. 
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1750.  Adulteration  of   Cleiiol.     U.  S.  v.  H>Tnan   Frieden    (Cavalier  Laboratories). 

Plea  of  g-uilty.  Fine,  ipl.5.  (I.  &  F.  No.  2146.  Siimpl.-  Xos.  .••..-.OKi-rt. 
:J509!:»-D.  35100-D.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  coutaiu  a  smaller  proportion  of  sodium 
hypoclilorite  and  a  larger  proportion  of  inert  iufiredieuts  than  were  stated  on  the 
label. 

On  October  20,  19:50,  the  United  States  altorney  for  the  lOastern  Distriit  of 
Virginia,  acting  upon  a  I'eport  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
district  court  an  informatiou  against  Ilyman  Frieden,  trading  as  the  Cavalier 
Laboratories,  at  Norfolk.  A'a..  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  nr 
about  November  14.  1938.  and  March  !.">.  19:59.  from  Norfolk.  Va..  into  rl)e  State 
of  North  Carolina,  of  quantities  of  <'lenol,  v.iiich  was  an  adultered  fungicide 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide^  Act  of  1910.  The  article  was  labeled,  in 
part:  '"Sixlinm  Hypochlorite  5'/'.  Inert  Ingredients  95''.'" 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  since  its  strength  and  ptirity  fell 
below  the  professed  standard  under  whicli  it  was  sold,  in  that  it  contained  soditun 
hypochlorite  in  a  proportion  less  than  .">  pen-ent.  and  contained  inert  ingredients 
in  a  proportioin  greater  than  95  percent. 

On  May  6.  1940.  tlie  defendant  eiitered  a  plea  of  guilty,  and  a  tine  of  $l."i  was 
imposed. 

Pai  1.  H.  Ai'Pi.Kr.Y, 
Actiiif/  Secretary  of  Ac/ricultnre. 

1751.  Misbranding'  of  Gem   ."Self-.Sterilizinjj-   M«j».      I'.  S.   v.  !>  t  Haies  itnii   .I."!   Itale.s 

of  Gem  Sclf-Sterilixin;^  Mop.  Consent  decree  of  c-oiidoiiiiintioii  and 
forfeiture.  I*ro«luei  releaseil  to  claiEiiiint  for  reliibeliiig'.  (I.  iV;  F.  No.  21H1. 
Sample  Ko.  lOi'i'l-E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  not  to  bear  the  reiinired  ingredient  state- 
ment. The  label  bore  false  representation  that  the  article  would  act  as  a 
germicide,  disinfectant,  antiseptic,  and  sterilizer,  and  that  its  use  would  be  proof 
against  mold. 

On  April  2.5,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agrictdture.  tiled  in  the 
district  court  a  llhel  praying  seizure  and  condemnation  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
of  84  bales,  each  containing  one  gross,  and  r>:5  l>ales,  each  containing  one-half 
gross,  of  Gem  Self-Sterilizing  Mops,  alleging  tJiat  the  article  had  been  sliipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  ar  about  Febrtiary  2.  1940,  by  William  D.  Whitaker,  from 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  and  charging  that  it  was  a  misbranded  fungicide  within  tlie 
meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

Tlie  aifich'  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  tliat  tiie  following  slatements  were 
false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  purchasers,  since  it  was  not  germicidal  or  antisejitic  or 
mold  proof,  it  was  not  self-sterilizing,  and  it  did  not  carry  powerful  antiseptic, 
germicidal,  and  disinfecting  or  sterilizing  agents  that  wcjnld  destroy  harmful 
bacteria  or  rhat  would  sterilize  the  mops:  (Sticker  label  on  units  of  12  nmiis) 
•'Gem  SS  Self-Sterilizin,g  Mops  *  *  ♦  ••  (Label  around  mops)  "Germicidal 
Antiseptic  Mold  Proof  Gem  SS  Self-Sterilizing  Mop  I'alented  Antiseptic  Core. 
Strands  of  this  mop  carry  .a  combination  of  Powerful  antiseptic  .germicidal,  dis- 
infecting materials  that  tiltei-  through  the  yarn  to  destroy  harmful  Bacteria 
Stand  Mop  to  Sterilize  and  Dry,  in  Every  Str.md  the  Antiseptic  Core  *  *  «  'ji 
Scieiitilic  Discovery"  The  Gem-SS  (Self  Steiilizingi  Mojis  incorporate  a  pat- 
ented scientilic  discovery.  '  *  *  *  to  Self-Sterilize'  The  B'our  absorbent 
piles  of  yarn  in  the  Gem-SS  Mop  are  twisted  around  a  core  Unit  lias  been  im- 
pregnated with  iiowerful  sterilizing  agents.  When  Mop  is  wet.  the  chemicals 
slowly  filter  through  the  strands  to  Self  Sterilize  the  entire  Mop.  The  Powerfid 
antiseptic  being  slowly  soluble  in  water,  will  last  through  continued  use. 
•  *  *  *  kill  Germs,  Bacteria."  It  is  important  that  a  mojj  should  be  u  sterile 
and  sanitary  tool.     *     *     *." 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  it  consisted,  par- 
tially, of  inert  sul)Stances  and  the  name  and  the  j)ercentage  amount  thereof 
were  not  stated  plainly  and  clearly,  or  at  all.  on  the  label  affixed  to  the 
article;  nor  in  lieu  thereof  were  the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  each  and 
every  substance  or  ingredient  of  the  article  having  fungicidal  properties,  and 
the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  substances  and  ingredient  so  present  therein, 
stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all,  on  the  label. 

On  May  25,  1940.  William  D.  Whitaker.  claimant,  having  admitted  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
a  judgment  f>f  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  I  lie  product 
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be  released  to  the  claimant,  iTiuler  bond,  to  be  relabeled  so  as  to  ooniply  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910  and  all  other  laAvs,  Federal 
or  State,  relating  thereto,  snch  relabeling  to  be  done  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

Paul  H.  Appleby. 
Arthifj  Hecrefftrn  of  Af/riciiJfiire. 

1752.  Adulteration    stncl    uiisltrandini^-    of   IJry   Dip.      I'.    S.    v.    14   a.'-I'ojind    I'ails 

of  Drv  Dip.     Default  decree  of  f»»ndeiiination,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(I.  &  F.  No.  2163.     Sample  Xo.  .ooSSO-D.) 

Examination  showed  that  the  labels  for  this  product  failed  to  bear  the  in- 
gredient statements  in  the  manner  re(iuired  by  the  law. 

The  product  contained  a  smaller  percentage  of  active  ingredients  and  a 
greater  percentage  of  inert  ingredients  than  were  stated.  It  was  also  found 
to  be  ineflficacious  as  a  disinfectant  for  stables  and  pens,  stalls,  and  flu  germs 
when  used  as  directed :  and  inefficacious  against  poultry  insects,  and  for  the 
control  of  all  garden  and  plant  bugs  when  used  as  directed. 

On  .lauuary  2,  1!)-10,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
district  coui't  a  libel  praying  seizure  and  condemnation  of  fourteen  2r)-pound 
jjails  of  "A  Ilemedy  Sometimes  Errfmeously  Called  Dry  Dip,"  at  Sterling,  111. ; 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
;il)out  August  IS.  11)8!).  by  the  German  Laboratories,  from  Cedar  Itapids.  Iowa; 
and  charging  that  it  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide  and 
fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insec;ticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  its  strength  and  purity 
fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  namely, 
"50%  inert  matter,  50%  total  active  ingredient." 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements  "50% 
inert  matter,  50%  total  active  ingredient  *  *  *  This  is  used  for  couiliating 
Flu  Germs  in  live  stock.  *  *  *  Sprinkle  plenty  of  this  remedy  in  the  hogs 
bedding  *  '■■  *  A  Killer  and  Repellant  for  Some  Things,  Used  for  Com- 
batting Flu  Germs.  For  Horst's  and  Cattle  *  *  *  Disinfect  the  stables, 
pens,  or  stalls  well  after  each  cleaning  *  *  *  yoy  Poulti-y  Clean  the  poultry 
house  or  coops  and  sprinkle  floors  well  with  Flu  R'emedy  as  well  as  roosts 
before  putting  in  fresh  bedding.  ]\Iake  a  dust  bath  for  the  hens  to  roll  in  by 
using  10  parts  wood  ashes  to  one  part  Flu  Remedy.  Caution  If  dusting  the 
poultry  direct,  dilute  the  Flu  Remedy  with  10  parts  fine  air  slack  lime  or  wood 
a.shes  to  one  part  Flu  Remedy,"  "For  Garden  Or  Plant  Bugs  Sprinkle  Fhi 
Remedy  on  the  young  vine  or  plant  while  tlie  dew  i.s  on,  so  that  the  powder 
will  stick  to  the  leaves  and  stem,"  borne  on  the  label,  were  false  and  mis- 
leading, since  it  contained  inert  matter  in  a  proportion  greater  than  .">0  percent, 
and  contained  Jictive  ingredients  in  a  proportion  less  than  ."iO  percent;  since 
it  was  not  a  disinfectant  and  when  used  as  directed  would  not  disinfect 
stables,  pens,  or  stalls,  would  not  act  as  a  killer  and  repellent  of  germs, 
wt»uld  not  combat  flu  germs,  and  would  not  be  effective  against  insects  that 
infest  or  attack  poultry:  and,  wlien  used  as  directed,  would  not  control  all 
irarden  and  plant  bugs.  The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in 
that  it  consisted  partially  of  iftert  substances  or  ingredients,  and  the  name  and 
percentage  amount  thereof  were  not  statftpl  plainly  !ind  correctly,  or  at  :^.  on 
tlie  label;  nor  in  lieu  thereof  were  the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  (>ach 
and  evei'y  substance  or  ingredient  having  insecticidal  or  fungicidal  propertie.s 
and  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  substances  or  ingredients,  stated  plainly 
and  correctly  on  the  label. 

On  June  H,  1940,  no  claimant  having  a|ipeared,  a  decive  of  condenniatidu  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

The  article  also  was  iUleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  Food.  Drug,  and 
O.smetic  Act.  as  reported  in  a  notice  of  .indgment  published  under  fh;it  act. 

Patl  H.  Applkby. 
[rlinij  Secreiarn  of  .U/riciiUiire. 

1753.  M5sl>raiidiiiK'    of    Sananlzc.       V.    S.    v.    'I'^vo    .*>-f;alloii    Cans,    and    Sl.vU-en    il- 

Gallon    Cnii.s    of    Sananixc.      Default   det'ree    of   4-ondoniiiation,    forfeiture, 
and  destruction.      (I.  &  F.  No.  21(i0.     Sample  Xo.  7!i70S-I>, ) 

This  product  was  foiuid  to  be  ineffective  for  imnnuiization  of  l)uil(liiigs  from 
disease,  for  prevention  of  flu,  cholera,   roup,  and   tuberculosis;,    in   poultry   ami 
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domestic  animals  and  for  the  disinfection  of  farm  buildings  and  animal  quarters ; 
ineffective  for  wiping  out  mites,  lice,  bedbugs,  and  all  other  insects,  for  keeping 
insects  out  of  buildings  for  many  months  with  one  spraying,  and  for  the  killing 
of  flies  and  other  insects.  It  was  also  found  to  contain  no  lime-sulphur  or  iodine, 
as  claimed  on  the  label. 

On  or  about  January  19,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  district  court  a  libel  praying  seizure  and  condemnation  of  two  o-gallon 
cans  and  sixteen  2-gallon  cans  of  Sananize  at  Fi-eepovt,  111.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  19,  1939. 
by  the  Farm  Sananize  Manufacturing  Company,  from  Sibley,  Iowa,  and  charging 
that  it  was  a  misbranded  insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  "Sananize — 
Superior" — Supreme  Immunize  Your  Poultry,  Hog  and  Farm  Buildings  From 
Diseases  *  *  *  Sananize  Prevents  Hog  Flu  Necro,  Cholera.  Leucemia,  Roup. 
Tuberculosis.  Etc.  *  -  *  Spray  the  sheds  and  beds.  This  will  also  disinfect 
the  qtiarters     *     *     *.     Necro  Germs  And  An.v  Germs  wiped  out  with  Sananize. 

*  *  *  It  is  best  to  disinfect  buildings  before  they  are  cleaned  out.  *  *  * 
Sanitation  cleans  any  building  of  Germs.  Sananize  Is  Sanitation.  *  *  * 
Germs  and  In.sects  are  bad  and  Sananize  gets  them  all.  Spray  Sananize  *  *  * 
it  Disinfects  the  buildings  at  the  same  time.  *  *  *  For  ordinary  Disinfecting 
mix  as  stated  below.  *  *  *  Sananize — A  Farm  Disinfectant  *  *  *  enables 
a  farmer  to  turn  waste  oil  into  a  fine  disinfectant.  Concentratt^ — Make  Your  Own 
Disinfectant — Concentrate  *  *  *  ,"  "*  *  *  Guaranteed  by  Manufacturer 
Never  to  Have  an  Insect  in  Yoitr  Buildings  for  ilany  Months  if  They  Are  Sprayed 
With  Sananize!  Sananize  *  *  *  Mites,  Lice,  Bed  Bugs  And  Insects  entirely 
wiped  out.  After  many  years  of  work  on  a  disinfectant  that  would  meet  these 
requirements,  we  have  successfully  developed  a  product  that  will  keep  insects 
out  of  buildings  many  months  with  one  spraying.  «  *  *  Spray  well  all  side 
walls,  roost  polos  and  nest  boxes.     If  infested  with  bed  bugs,  spray  ceiling  also 

*  *     *     In  Horse  Barns,  Cow  Banis,  Sheep  Sheds,  etc.,  are  liangouts  for  Flies 

*  *  *  Insects  are  bad  and  Sananize  gets  them  all.  Spray  Sananize  for  flies, 
etc.  *  *  *,"  "Ingredients — A  penetrating  wood  preserver,  metlicated  naphtha 
oil  with  formaldehyde,  iodine,  lime-sulphur,  menthol  and  other  products  *  *  *." 
borne  on  the  label,  were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  article 
was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers,  since  it  would  not  immunize 
buildings  from  disease,  would  not  prevent  flu,  cholera,  roup,  and  tuberculosis, 
would  not  act  as  a  germicide  and  disinfectant,  and  would  not  disinfect  things 
and  places  for  which  it  was  recommended,  when  used  as  directed;  it  would  not 
wipe  out  mites,  lice,  bed  bugs,  and  all  other  insects,  would  not  keep  all  in.sects 
out  of  buildings  for  many  months  with  one  spraying,  and  would  not  kill  flies, 
etc.,  when  u.sed  as  directed;  and  the  article  did  not  contain  lime-sulphur  or  iodine, 
as  stated  on  the  label. 

On  June  3,  1910,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  he  destroyed. 

The  article  also  was  alleged  to  be  misl)randed  under  the  Food,  DiTig,  and  Cos- 
metic Act,  as  reported  in  a  notice  of  .iudgnjent.  i)ublished  under  that  act. 

Pat:l  H.  Appleby. 
Act  I » (J  Secret  ft  )■)/  of  Af/ricvlture. 

1754.   Adulteration    and    misbranding;    of    Arnold    Ar.senate     uf    Lead    Cartridg^e. 
v.  S.  V.  Garden  Hose  Spray  Co.,  Ine.      Plea  of  gmilty.     Pine,  $25.      fl.  & 

F.  No.  2169.     Sample  Nos.  57012-D.  7S<)06-1».) 

Samples  of  this  product,  tested  according  to  the  directions  on  the  label,  caused 
serious  injury  to  peach  and  apple  foliage.  The  product  when  used  as  directed 
would  not  control  insects  and  would  not  control  fungous  diseases  of  plants. 

On  May  1,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  district  court 
an  information  against  the  Garden  Hose  Spra.v  Co..  Inc.,  Cambridge,  Mass., 
alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  17,  1038,  January 
13,  and  August  2,  1939,  from  Cambridge,  Mass.,  and  Boston.  Mass.,  into  the 
States  of  California  and  Pennsylvania,  respectively,  of  quantities  of  Arnold  Ar- 
senate of  Lead  Cartridges,  which  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 
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The  article  iu  each  shipment  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated,  since  it  was  in- 
tended for  use  on  vegetation,  and  it  contained  a  substance  or  substances  that 
would  be  injurious  to  such  vegetation  when  so  used. 

The  article  in  each  shipment  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  follow- 
ing statements,  borne  on  the  labels,  were  fase  and  misleading,  and  by  reason 
thereof  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers,  since  the 
article  would  not  control  codling  moth,  canker  worm,  peach  twig  borer,  and  all 
other  similar  chewing  insects,  and  would  not  control  fungous  diseases,  when 
used  as  directed :  Arsenate  of  Lead  Cairridges  For  use  in  Garden  Hose  Insec- 
ticide Sprayers  for  the  control  of  Codling  Moth.  Canker  ^^'orra,  Peach  Twig 
Borer,  and  other  similai-  chewing  insects.  *  *  *  For  Contrc^l  of  Fungous  Dis- 
eases. 

(")n  June  4,  1940,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  and  a  fine  of  $25  was  imposed. 

PAtTL  H.  Appleby, 
Acting  Secretary  of  Af/riculture. 

1755.  MisbrandinK'  of  Jan-O  Insecticide.  U.  S.  v.  Janitors  Supply  House,  Inc. 
Plea  of  guilty.  Fine.  ijJlS  and  costs.  (I  &  F.  No.  2172.  Sample  No. 
47737-D.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  not  to  be  100  percent  effective  insecticide 
and  the  product  was  found  not  to  control  flies  or  all  other  insect  pests  when 
used  as  directed. 

Oi!  April  SO,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  district  court 
au  information  against  the  Janitors  Supply  House.  Inc.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging 
the  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  29, 1939,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  into  the  District  of  Columbia,  of  a  quantity  of  Jau-0  Insecticide,  which 
was  a  misbranded  iu.secticide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements  "Jan-O 
Insecticide  'Kills  'Em  Quick'  *  *  *  Kills  Insect  Pests  *  *  *  Jau-0 
Liquid  Insecticide  is  effective  for  destruction  of  *  *  *  flies  *  ♦  *  Jau-0 
Insecticide  is  100%  active,"  borne  on  the  label,  were  false  and  misleading,  and 
by  reason  thereof  the  article  was  labeled  .so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers. 
since,  when  used  as  directed,  it  would  not  control  flies  and  would  not  control  all 
f»ther  insect  pests,  aiid  it  would  not  be  a  100  percent  effective  insecticide. 

The  aitide  was  also  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  Federal  Caustic 
Poison  Act,  as  reported  in  notice  of  judgment  No.  100.  published  under  that  act. 

On  June  o.  1940.  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant,  and 
the  court  imposed  a  tine  of  $1.^  and  costs  for  violation  of  both  acts. 

Paiti,  H.  Appi.eby. 
Acting  Secretarii  of  Aqricultiire. 

175H.  Misbranding  of  Kreole  disinfectant.  United  States  v.  Manhattan  Kreole 
Products,  Inc.  Plea  of  guilty,  t^ne,  «100.  (I.  &  F.  No.  2091.  Sample 
No.  26406-D.) 

The  label  for  this  product  failed  to  bear  the  required  ingredient  statements. 
False  efficacy  claims  concerning  the  effectiveness  of  the  arti<'le  as  a  disinfec- 
tant and  as  an  insecticide  were  borne  on  the  label. 

On  March  17.  19:^9.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
district  court  an  information  against  the  Maiiliattan  Kreole  Products,  Inc., 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May 
28,  1938,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  into  the  State  of  Connecticut,  of  a  quantity  of 
Kreole  disinfectant,  which  was  a  misbranded  insecticide  and  fungicide  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Tn.secticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  consisted  partially  of  an 
inert  substance,  water,  and  the  label  did  not  bear  the  nan>e  and  the  percen- 
tage amount  of  the  said  inert  ingredient:  nor  in  lieu  thereof  did  the  label  bear 
the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  each  and  every  ingredient  Jiaving  insec- 
ticidal  or  fungicidal  pi-operties.  and  the  total  percentage  of  tlie  inert  ingredient 
so  present  therein.  The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that 
the  statements,  "Kreole  Disinfects  best  *  *  *  Kreole  )»est  for  sickroom 
and  home.  Kreol(>  is  the  ideal  disinfectant  for  liome  and  sickroom.  At  full 
strength  it  kills  insects  and  odors.  Disinfectant  *  *  *  por  ordinaiy  pur- 
poses use  4  talile.spoonfuls  to  1  gallon  of  water."'  borne  on  the  Libel  affixed  to 
the  bottles  containing  the  article,  were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason 
thereof  the  article  was  labeled  ?o  as  to  «leceive  and  ndslead   purchasers,  since 
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it  did  not  disinfect  best  and  was  not  best  for  sickroom  and  home ;  it  woiUd 
not  kill  all  insects  and  odors  when  used  as  directed ;  and  it  was  not  an  effec- 
tive disinfectant  in  the  dilution  specified  on  the  label. 

On  May  3.  1939,  a  plea  of  guilry  was  entered  and  a  fine  of  $100  was  imposed. 

Paul  H.   Appleby. 
Acting  Sccrctari/  of  Af/iiciiltnrc. 

17J>7.    Misliraiicliiig  of  M-E  Siipervlilor  IvU»-Itic).      T*.  S.  v.  Patterson  L.H)iorat<»i'ies, 
Inc.      Plea  of  guiUy.      Fine  SR50.      (I.  &  F.  Xu.  2171.     Sample  Xo.  .'.58G.".-D.) 

This  product  was  foiu.ul  to  contain  less  sodium  hypochloriie  and  more  inert 
ingredients  than  were  stated  on  the  label.  The  label  and  the  bulletin  shipped 
with  the  product  bore  unwarranted  claims  that  the  article  would  disinfect  all 
the  places  and  objects  listed  ou  the  label  and  in  the  bulletin,  at  rhe  dilution 
claimed  thereon  ;  that  it  would  disinfect  the  places  and  things  so  specified  and 
would  disinfect  against  foul  l>rood,  when  used  as  directed,  would  keep  down 
high  bacterial  count  and  would  coutrol  all  diseases  in  ti-ee  trunks:  would  repel 
bean  beetles,  rose  l)Ugs,  and  all  other  insects,  would  kill  nvites  and  nits  of 
fleas,  would  repel  and  kill  nits,  larvae,  and  eggs  of  lice  and  H?as,  would  repel 
all  insects,  plant  worms,  bean  beetles,  and  rose  bugs,  and  would  destroy  most 
forms  of  larvae  and  eggs,  when  used  as  directed. 

On  April  25,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  E;istern  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
district  court  an  information  against  the  Patterson  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  conunerce  on  or  about  June  S,  193!),  from 
Detroit,  Mich.,  into  the  State  of  Indiana,  of  a  (piantity  of  M-E  Superchlor  Klo- 
Rid  which  was  a  misbranded  insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Insecticide  Act  of  19111. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements, 
borne  on  the  label  and  in  a  bulletin  .^hipped  with  the  said  .article,  were  false 
and  misleading,  and  in  that  Ity  reason  of  tlie  said  statements  the  article  was 
labeled  .so  as  to  deceive  and  mi.^lead  the  purchasers,  since  it  contained  .sodium 
hypochlorite  in  a  proportion  much  less  than  4  percent  and  contained  inert 
ingredients  in  a  proptirtion  greater  than  96  percent ;  in  that  the  article  wcndd 
not  disinfect  all  the  pl.-ices  and  objects  referred  to  and  mentioned  on  the  label 
and  in  the  bulletin,  when  the  dilution  contained  oidy  50  jiarts  per  million  of 
available  chlorine:  in  that  the  article  would  not  disinfect  against  fotd  brood 
when  used  as  directed,  would  not  keep  down  high  bacterial  count,  and  would 
not  control  all  di.seases  in  tree  trunks;  and  in  that  the  article  would  not  repel 
bean  beetles,  rose  bugs,  and  all  otlier  insects,  would  not  kill  mites  .-md  nits  .and 
fleas,  would  not  repel  and  kill  nits,  larvae,  :ind  eggs  of  lice  and  fleas,  would 
not  repel  all  insects,  plant  worms,  bean  beetles,  and  ro.'^e  bugs,  and  would  nf>t 
destroy  most  foinis  of  iarv.ie  and  eggs,  when  used  as  directed: 

(Label)  "Sodium  Hypochlorite  4'/f  Inert  Ingredients  \){i<'/c"  *  *-  *  (Label 
and  bulletin)  '-CAUTION  *  *  *  The  strength  of  the  dilution  shotdd  not  be' 
allowed  to  fall  below  fifty  part.s  per  million  available  Chlorine."  (Label)  "Piath 
— Use  one  cup  Solution  to  disinfect  tub  and  watei'.  *  *  *  Beer  Parlors — 
Use  one  oz.  solution  in  each  four  gallons  water.  *  *  *  'j-q  Disinfect  Cans, 
Pails,  Strainers,  Churns,  etc. — Use  one  oz.  .solution  in  each  four  gallons  water. 
Milking  Machines — Use  one  oz.  solution  in  four  gallons  water.  Place  the  teat  cup 
and  tubes  in  a  position  «o  the  dilution  can   remain   in  same  while  not  using. 

*  *  *  Hospitals  and  i'ublic  Building.s — To  disinfect  and  deodorize  bed  pans, 
sputum  cups,  bowls,  bottles,  lupples,  etc.,  use  one  oz.  solution  in  eft(,'h  gallon 
rinse  water.  *  *  *  Baby  Chicks,  Potiltry  and  all  other  fowl — Keep  one  oz. 
solution  to  each  four  gallons  drinking  water  at  all  times,  and  .spray  often  with 
one  oz.  solution  in  each  gallon  water  all  coops,  brooders,  incubators,  batteries, 
walls  and  floors.'"  (Bulletin)  '"Hotels,  Hospitals,  Restaurants,  "Rooming  Houses 
or  other  Public  Building.s — Use  one  ounce  M-P]  in  each  three  gallons  rinse  waler 
for  dishes,  pans,  jars  and  glasses.  For  .sputum  cups,  chambers,  waste  pails,  bath 
tubs  and  other  receptacles,  use  one  ounce  M-E  to  each  gallon  rinse  vrater  *  *  * 
Beer  Parlors — Use  one  ounce  M-E  to  each  four  gallons  rinse  water,  for  glasses. 

*  *  *,"  ''Milking  Machines — Immediately  after  milking,  draw  cold  water 
through  the  teat  cups.  Then  place  in  a  five  gallon  stone  jar  containing  a  dilu- 
tion of  one  ounce  M-E  in  three  gallons  water  till  next  milking.  *  *  *,"  "Nurs- 
ing Bottles  and  Nipples — One  ounce  M-E  to  each  gallon  water.  *  *  *  Barber 
Shops  and  Beauty  Parlors — Use  one  ounce  I\I-E  to  each  gallon  water  for  cups, 
bowls,    tools,   etc.     *     *     *     Nursery    Floors   and   WalLs — Wash   or   spray   with 
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a  diliitiou  of  one  oniice  M-E  in  each  gallon  water.  Fruit  Jars — Wash  thor- 
oughly. Then  rinse  with  a  dilution  of  two  tablespoonsful  of  M-E  to  a  gallon  of 
water.  *  *  *  Beverage  ]\Iakers — To  prevent  souring  and  tliir-]vening,  rinse 
all  crocks,  etc.,  iu  a  solution  of  M-B.  using  two  tablespoons  of  M-E  to  each 
gallon  water.  Also  rinse  bottles  in  same  strength  solution  just  before  bottling 
product.  This  will  destroy  harmful  bacteria.  *  *  *  Dog  Kennels — Spray 
animals,   peiis   or   runways   each   day,   using   one   ounce   M-E   iu  gallon   water. 

*  *  *  Dog  Kennels — Clea.n  pens  and  runways  daily,  spray  at  least  once  a  day 
using  one  oiuice  M-E  to  each  gallon  water.  *  *  *  Hogs —  *  *  *  spray 
all  pens  and  runways  often  using  one  ounce  M-E  in  each  gallon  water,  saturate 
completely.  "  "  *  I^isinfecting  .-md  Deodorizing — Wash  away  all  filth  from 
floors,  gutters,  mangers  and  walls,  saturate  all  mentioned  till  wet  using  a  dilu- 
tion of  one  ounce  M-E  to  each  gallon  water.  *  *  *  ,"  '"Surgical  and  Dental 
Instruments — One  ounce  M-E  in  each  gallon  water.  *  *  *  ,"  "Renovating 
or  Disinfecting  Bee  Hives — Wash  hives  tlioroughly  inside  and  out,  using  '5 
ounces  of  M-E  to  1  gallon  of  water,  *  '''  *  ,"  "To  Disinfect  and  Keep  Down 
High  Bacteria — For  Pasteurizers.  Coolers,  Vats,  Churns,  Ice  Cream  Machines. 
Separators,  Fillers,  Cans,  Pails,  Milk  Bottles.  Pads  or  other  equipment,  wash 
thoroughly  as  usual,  then  use  one  ounce  M-E  to  each  four  gallons  rinse  water. 
Inmierse  or  rinse  all  si;rface  completely  and  allow  to  remain  in  dilution  live 
minutes,  don't  allow  dilution  to  fall  Itelow  fifty  parts  per  million  available 
clilorine  during  nse,"  "Pigeons  and  Parrots — Spray  the  coop,  nesting  and  cages 
often  *  *  *  "  "Disease  in  Tree  Trunks — Mix  one  pint  M-E  in  each  two 
gallons  water,  saturate  the  trunk  thoroughly  with  brush  or  sprayer.  *  *  *," 
(Label  and  bulletin)  '"Disinfectant  Antiseptic  Germicide  Deodorant"  "Doctors 
and  Veterinarys — Use  one  ounce  M-E  in  each  gallon  water  to  disinfect  tools,  etc." 

*  *  *  (Label)  "As  a  Repellent  for  Bean  Bettles,  Rose  Bugs  or  other  Insects 
— Spray   foliage   with   a   dilution    of   four    oz.    solution    in    each    gallon    water. 

*  *  *,"  (Bulletin)  "To  *  *  *  Destroy  Mites  and  Nits — Use  one  ounce 
M-E  to  each  galloa  bath  water.  For  fleas,  use  M-E  clear,  *  *  *  ,"  "Lice, 
Fleas  and  Nits  on  Animals — As  a  repellant  and  destroyer  for  larva  and  egg 
in  most  cases,  thoroughly  saturate  the  surface  of  the  animal  with  a  dilution 
of  one  part  M-E  in  three  parrs  water.  *  *  *  ,"  "Plants,  Vines  and  Shrub- 
bery— For  a  repellant  to  insects  and  plant  worms,  also  as  a  destroyer  for  most 
forms  of  larva  and  egg,  spray  all  the  foliage  thoroughly  with  a  dilution  of  four 
ounces  of  M-E  in  each  gallon  water.  *  *  *  Bean  Beetle  and  Rose  Bugs — 
Use  Directions  for  plants,  vines  and  shrubbery.     *     *     *." 

On  June  4,  1040,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  and  a  fine  of  .$50  was  imposed. 

Pati,  H.  Apple:by, 
Acting  Secretari/  of  AgricuUnrc. 

1758.  Adulteration  and  niisl>randin;ur  of  Coal  Tar  Di.»iinfe«'tant.  V.  S.  v.  One 
RO-Galloii  Drum  of  Coal  Tar  Disinfectant.  Default  fleoree  of  i-ondeni- 
nation  and  deNtruotion.      (I.  &  F.  No.  2183.     Sample  No.  olS-E.) 

Analysis  of  a  sample  of  this  product  showed  that  mineral  oil  had  been  sub- 
sfiluted,  in  part,  for  the  article,  a)id  the  label  did  not  liear  the  required  in- 
gredient statement. 

On  May  1,  1940,  the  United  States  a1h>rney  for  the  Westerti  District  of 
South  Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  district  court  a  libel  praying  seizure  and  condenniation  of  one  HO-gallon 
drum  of  alleged  coal  tar  disinfectant  at  Laiulo.  S.  C,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  ship])ed  in  intcj-state  connnerce  on  or  about  March  0,  15)40.  by  the 
Apex  Chemical  Company,  from  Apex,  N.  ('.,  and  charging  that  the  product  was 
an  adulteraled  iiiul  misbraiuled  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide 
Act    of   1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  t()  be  adulteraled  in  thai  tlie  statement,  "Coal  Tar 
Disiiifecti'jit",  borne  on  the  label,  purporti-d  and  i-epresented  that  the  article 
consisted  conipletely  of  coal  tar  disinfectant.  wher(>as  another  substance,  min- 
eral oil.  had  l)e(Mi  substituted  in  part  for  the  article. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  mi.sbranded  in  that  the  statement,  "coal  tar 
disinfcH'tanf,  borne  on  the  label,  was  false  and  misleading,  and  that  by  rea^son 
of  the  said  statement  th(>  article  was  lalieled  so  as  to  de<-(>ive  and  mislead  llie 
imrchaser,  since  it  did  not  consist  completely  of  coal  tar  disinfectant  but  did 
consist,  in  part,  of  a  mixture  of  coal  tai-  disinfectant  and  mineral  oil.  It  was 
.•tlleged  to  be  mishi;inded  further  in  that  it  consisted  partiiiUy  of  inert  snb- 
stances,  namely,  water  and  mineral  oil.  and  the  name  .-md  perci-ntage  amount 
of  cnch    of  the   inert    substances   wer(>    not    stated    iilninly    and   c<irreclly.    or   at 
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all,  on  the  label ;  nor,  in  lieu  thereof,  were  the  name  and  percentage  amount  of 
each  substance  or  ingredient  of  the  article  having  fungicidal  properties,  and  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  substances,  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  the 
label. 

On  June  12,  1940.  no  claimant  having  apijeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  aud 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

Paxtl  H.  Appleby. 
ActUiy  Secretary  of  Af/rieylture. 

1759.  Adulteration  and  uiisbrauding-  of  Wil.son's  Tri-Tox-C'ide.  U.  .S.  v.  AndrcAV 
Wilson,  Inc.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  .$100.  (I.  &  F.  No.  21G1.  Sample 
Nos.  60,712-D,  60,196-D.) 

Analysis  of  a  sample  of  this  product  showed  that  it  contained  a  smaller 
pereentag'e  of  derris  resins  and  sulfur,  and  a  greater  percentage  of  inert 
ingredients,  than  were  stated  on  the  hibel. 

On  .June  10,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  .Jersey, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  district  court 
an  information  against  Andrew  Wil.^^on.  Inc..  Spi-ingfield.  N.  .J.,  alleging  shii>- 
ment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  .January  18  and  February  -B,  193'.), 
from  Summit,  N.  J.,  into  the  States  of  New  York  and  Massacl)U.setts.  of  quan- 
tities of  Wilson's  Tri-Tox-Cide,  which  was  an  adulrerated  and  misbranded 
insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  in  both  shipments  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated,  in  that  its 
strength  and  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which 
it  was  sold,  since  it  contained  derris  resins  in  a  proportion  less  than  4  percent, 
contained  sulfur  in  a  proportion  less  than  27)  percent,  and  contained  inert 
ingredients  in  a  proportion  greater  than  71  percent. 

The  article  in  both  shipments  was  alleged  to  be  misbrauded  in  that  the  state- 
ments, "derris  resins,  not  less  than  l.OO'/o,  sulfur  (Airfloated)  25.00'/<;,  inert 
ingredients,  not  more  than  71.00%,"  borne  on  the  label,  were  false  and  mislead- 
ing, and  by  reason  thereof  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead 
the  purchaser,  since  it  contained  a  smaller  percentage  of  derris  resins,  a  smaller 
percentage  of  sulfur,  and  a  greater  percentage  of  inert  ingrtMiients  than  were 
stated  on  the  lal)el. 

On  June  17,  1940,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  and  a  tine  of  $100  was  imposed. 

PaUJ.    H.    >\PPLEa5Y, 

Avtiny  Secretary  of  Ayricnltnrc. 

17<>0.  MlMkrandiiig  of  Gorinoto.v.  V.  S.  f.  The  I'ioncor  Manufacturing'  Co.,  Inc. 
Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  fl>'2Ti  and  co8t.s.  (I.  &  F.  No.  2175.  Sample 
No.  049.^  1-D.) 

This  product  possessed  a  phenol  coefficient  much  lower  than  that  stated  on 
the  label.  The  label  also  bore  unwarranted  claims  that  the  product,  when 
used  as  directed,  was  a  disinfectant,  would  disinfect  and  purify  the  air,  would 
l>e  effective  in  preventing  the  spread  of  common  colds,  grippe,  influenza,  chil- 
dren's diseases,  etc..  and  would  act  as  a  germicide  and  antiseptic  for  washing 
doctors'  and  nurses'  hands  and  surgical   instruments. 

On  May  3,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  district 
court  an  information  against  the  Pioneer  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  alleging  shipment  in  interestate  commerce,  on  or  about  November  2S, 
1939,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  of  a  number  of  drums 
of  Germotox,  which  was  a  misbranded  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  'This  solu- 
tion has  an  F.  D.  A.  Phenol  Coeflicient  5.5"  *  "^  ■■'  "Disinfectant  Air  Wash- 
ing Common  colds,  Grippe,  Influenza,  Children's  Diseases,  etc.,  necessitate 
precaution.  Spray  full  strength  GermotoX  imtil  air  in  room  is  satu- 
rated. *  *  *  Deodorizer  Air  Purifier  *  *  *  Sprjty  the  air  with  a  good 
air  compression  hand  sprayer  or  diffusing  machine,  u:«iug  full  .strength  Germo- 
toX." *  *  *  "Germicide  Antiseptic  *  *  "  Excellent  for  wasliing  doctor's 
or  nurse's  hands.  Surgical  Instruments,  *  *  *,"  borne  on  the  label  affixed  to 
the  drums  containing  the  article,  were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason 
thereof  the  article  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers,  since  it 
possessed  a  phenol  coeflicient  much  lower  than  5.5.  when  tested  according  to  the 
F.  D.  A.  method,  .since  it  would  not  act  as  a  disinfectant,  it  would  not  disinfect 
or  purify  the  air,  and  it  would  not  be  effective  in  preventing  the  spread  "f  com- 
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inon  colds,  grippe,  influenza,  children's  diseases,  etc.,  when  used  as  directed,  aud 
since  it  would  not  act  as  a  germicide  or  as  an  antiseptic  when  used  for  washing 
doctors'  or  nurses'  hands  or  surgical  instruments. 

On  June  26,  1940,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  and  a  fine  of  $"2o  and 
costs  was  imposed. 

Paul  H.  Appleby, 
Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

1761.  Mif-ibrancUn)^-  of  Go-Go.      V.    S.  v.  Henry  M.  ScUocn    (H.  M.  Schoen  &  Co.)- 

Plea  of  guilty.      Fine,  $75.      (I.  &  F.  No.  2037.      Sample  No.   46C98-C.) 

The  label  for  this  product  bore  unwarranted  claims  that  it  would  sterilize 
hotel  and  restaurant  ware,  bar  glassware,  beer  coils,  and  that  it  would  free  beer 
coils  from  bacteria. 

On  May  2,  193S,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Illi- 
nois, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  district 
court  an  information  against  Henry  M.  Schoen,  trading  as  H.  M.  Schoen  &  Co., 
Springfield,  111.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  15, 
1937,  from  Springfield,  111.,  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  of  a  quantity  of 
Go-Go,  which  \^•as  a  misbranded  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide 
Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements, 
borne  on  the  label,  were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  of  the  said  state- 
ments it  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  since  it  would 
not  sterilize  hotel  and  restaurant  ware,  bar  glassware,  or  beer  coils,  and  would 
not  free  beer  coils  from  bacteria,  when  used  as  directed :  "Go-Go  *  *  * 
Sterilizes  Hotel  and  Restaurant  Ware  *  *  *  Go-Go  *  *  *  Sterilizes  Bar 
(jtlassware  *  *  *  Beer  Coils  To  free  beer  coils  from  every  atom  of  bacteria, 
place  three  tablespoonsful  of  Go-Go  in  your  tank.  Then  fill  the  tank  with  water. 
Let  this  Go-Go  solution  run  through  the  hose,  coil  and  faucet.  When  the  solu- 
tion has  run  out,  refill  the  tauk  with  clear  cold  water  and  let  it  run  off  through 
the  coils,  hose  and  faucet.  Your  delivery  system  will  then  be  in  a  thoroughly 
sterilized     *     *     *     condition     *     *     *     Sterilize  your  coils  twice  a  week." 

On  Jmie  27,  1940,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered,  aud  fine  of  $75  was  imposed. 

Paul  H.  Appleby, 
Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

1762.  Mi8l»iaii<Ung-  of  Germ-I-Tabs.      I'.   S.   v,   1»4   Doxeu   Boxes  of  Gerui-I-Tabs. 

Default    decree    of    condcniiiation    ami    destruction.       (I.    &    F.    No.    2184. 
Sample  No.  632u-E.) 

The  label  for  this  product  bore  unwarranted  claims  that  it  was  a  germicide, 
Ihat  it  was  effective  for  use  in  the  shop  for  wet  sterilizing,  aud  that  it  would 
disinfect  instriunents,  coml)s,  brushes,  draiuboards,  and  similar  articles,  when 
used  as  directed.  The  product  consisted  partially  of  inert  substances,  or  in- 
gredients, and  the  label  did  not  bear  the  ingredient  statement  required  by  law. 

On  May  18,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Montana, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  district  court  a 
libel  prayi)ig  seiztu-e  and  condemnation  of  IV2  dozen  boxes,  each  containing  60 
tablets,  of  Germ-I-Tabs.  at  Butte,  Mont.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  intersrate  commerce  on  or  about  Januai;y  3,  1940,  by  Estey's  Inc., 
from  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  charging  that  it  was  a  misbranded  fungicide  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements,  borne 
on  the  label,  were  false  aud  misleading,  and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements 
it  was  labeled  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers,  since  it  was  not  a  germ- 
icide, it  would  not  be  eft'(X!tive  for  use  in  the  shop  for  wet  sterilizing,  and  it 
would  not  disinfect  instruments,  combs,  brushes,  drainboanls.  and  similar  articles, 
when  used  as  directed:  '"(lerni-I-Tabs  The  Modern  Convciiic'nt  Economical  Ger- 
micide *  *  *  Suggestions  for  Use  in  The  Shop  for  AVet  Sterilizing  *  *  * 
Suggestions  for  Using  Germ-I-Tabs  in  the  Shop  *  *  "■'  Disinfecting  Instru- 
ments, Etc.  *  *  *  If  means  for  boiling  are  not  available,  wash  instruments 
carefully  with  soap  and  water.  Then  niake  a  solution  by  di-ssolving  one  Germ- 
I-Tab  in  one  pint  of  water.  Innnerse  for  five  minutes.  Wipe  carefully  and 
place  in  dry  Sterilizer.  Disinfecting  Combs,  Brushes,  Etc.  For  disinfecting 
combs,  brushes  and  various  utensils,  first  wash  them  thoroughly  with  hot  water 
and  soap,  or  hold  them  under  the  hot  water  faucet.  Then  dissolve  on(>  Germ-I- 
Tal)  in  one  pint  of  water  and  innnerse  combs,  brushes,  etc..  for  ten  or  lifteon 
minutes.     Wipe   dry    and   place   in    dry    sterilizer    until    needed.     Drain-boaids 
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aud  some  uteusils  that  caimot  be  immersed  coiiveuiently  should  first  be  washed 
with  hot  water  aud  soap  aud  then  riused  with  a  Germ-I-Tab  solution.  *  '■'  * 
The  convenience  of  always  having  an  ample  supply  of  an  effective  germicide, 
antiseptic  and  ijersoual  deodorant  in  tablet  form  recommends  Germ-I-Tabs  for 
the  shop  and  house  as  well  as  to  travelers,  toiirists,  hunters,  campers,  etc.," 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbrauded  further  in  that  it  consisted  partially 
of  inert  substances,  namely,  substances  other  'than  sodiiun  paratolnonesulfou- 
chloramide.  and  the  name  and  percentage  amimnt  of  each  of  the  inert  snbst<mce.s 
or  ingredients  were  not  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  the  label:  nor  in  lieu 
thereof  were  the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  each  substance  or  ingredient 
of  the  article  having  fungicidal  proi>erties.  and  the  total  i>ercentage  of  the 
inert  siibstances  or  ingredients  so  present  therein,  stated  plainly  and  correctly 
on  the  label. 

On  July  30.  1940.  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  wa.s  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

Pax'l  H.  Appikhy. 
Act  in;/  Sreretari/  of  Ai/ririiltiire. 
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Arnold  Arsenate  of  Lead  Cartridge  : 

Garden  Hose  Spray  Co.,  Inc. 
Clenol : 

Cavalier  Laboratories 

Frieden,  Ilyniaii 

Coal  Tar  Disinli'ctant  : 

Apex  C'lieiiijcal  Co 1758 

D-Stroy : 

Ultra  Clieiiiical   Works,   Inc 

Dry  Dip  : 

(iernian    Laboratories 1752 

Gem  Selt'-Steriliziug  Mop  : 

Whitaker,  William  D 1751 

Germ-T-Tabs : 

FSstey's,    Inc 1762 

O<?rmotox  : 

Pioneer  Manufacturing  Co 1747 

Pioneer  Manufacturing  Co 1760 


N.  J.  No. 


Go-Go  : 

Schoen,  II.  M.,  &  Co 1761 

Sclioen,  Heury  M 1761 

Jan-0  Insecticide  : 

Janitors  Supply  House,  Inc 1755 

Kreole  Disinfectant : 

Manhattan     Kreole     Products, 

Inc 1756 

Krystyl-Kleer  : 

Consumers   Supply  Co 1749 

M-E  Supercblor  Klo-Rid  : 

Patterson  Laboratories,  Inc 1757 

Sauanize  : 

Farm  Sauanize  Manufacturing 

Co 1753 

Sodium  Siiico  Fluoride : 

Dupoiit  lieNemours,  E.  I.,  Inc_     1748 
Wilson's  Tri-Tox-Cide  : 

Wilson,  Andrew.   Inc 1759 
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